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a ^f°^ on on the , Request for Correction of Filinq 
Receipt, filed December 9, 2002, which is being treated al a 

SSJi^H Un S e f- 37 S FR 1 - 53 ' requesting that thl application be 

FigSJesVand 9? g ^ ° f JUly 12 ' 2001 ' including^omSteS 

The petition is dismissed . 

FiauSS^^nH 0 ? HfL^ 0 H^ ed ^ n Ju± y.l 2 ' 2001 ' without drawing 
Hault 9 ?Sni ?hf°n^ d in . t 5 e . specification . As a result, on 
August 9, 2001, the Office of Initial Patent Examination (OIPE) 
mailed a Notice of Omitted Item(s) in a NonprovisiSSal ^ 

Ju?J 12 1 ?Sm ( ^ er ^H^ ter Noti S e :) stating that a filing date (of 
July 12, 2001), had been accorded the application; however 

appnSItio?^ 63 9 a PP eared to hav^been omitted f?™' the 

The Notice provided Petitioner with three options: (1) promotlv 
establish prior receipt in the USPTO of the drawing s at issue 
generally by way of date-stamped postcard receipt (MPEP 503)) 

omitted'S?,^^^ 1911 Und6r 37 CFR i-"); (2) promptly submit the 
H^i-o Gnr^h w ^ • in 3 ^Provisional application and accept the 
date such submission as the application filing date (by filinq a 
petition under 37 CFR 1.182); or (3) "An applicant willing tS 
acc ?E t application as deposited in the USPTO need not respond 

to the /Notice of Omitted Item(s)"', thereby constructive^ 
accepting the application as deposited with this Office 
Amendment of the specification is required ... to cancel all 
references to the omitted drawing [s] . ..." See MPEP 601 01(g) 



Petitioner filed a petiti 




cants 



application filing date." Petition at p.l 

a^f di ^ ly ^nn^ e a PPlication has been issued a filing date of 
ri*?2 1?>L I ' ^eluding drawing Figures 8 and 9 filed on that 
date. The Request for Correction of Filing Receipt is thus 



The instant Request for Correction of Filing Rerpipi- 

The instant Request is accompanied by a copy of the return- 
receipt postcard, which reveals that the application was 
originally deposited on July 12, 2001, with 7 sheets of drawinqs 
which included 7 Figures. Accordingly, Petitioner's return- 
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Applica ble Law 




(I) Relative to Patents and Patent Applications- 

=™n 4-' (A) Tn ? filing of a national stage patent 
application specification and drawing or other 
correspondence for the purpose of obtaining an 
?H?i- Cat i on filin 9.date, including a request for 
continued prosecution application under § 1 53(d) • 



Petitioner thus may not rely upon the Certif i rat* Ma nin„ *. 
obtain a filing date of August 16, 2001 Howevlr drawi™ a n 

Ihe^fnrr^h^ 061 ^ i° t8 £ 0ffi ° e ° n August 20,' 2001 9 
1^,°^ ^^. ^ll^^^r.^/ccordM a fhing d.tn nf 

l^t application is being returned to Technology Center AU 2611 
ISSulOo^Moi. 111 ^ C ° UrSe ' staining thp fTl in" ri^P nf 

Telephone inquiries concerning this matter should h P Hi 
Petitions Attorney Derek L. Woods at (703? 305-0014 



iirected to 



K^/pe^ns Examiner C ° nferee: Christi ™ Donnell 

Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 
for Patent Examination Policy 



